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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE DEFENSE 
OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION 
APPOINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 4 OF THE ORDER OF THE TRI- 
BUNAL DATED 13 MARCH 1946, 
1 July 1946 
COMMISSIONER: 
Lt. Col, A.M,S, Neave 
CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS 
(The Commission convened at 1000. hours) 
EDUARD KUEHL, a witness, took the stan and testified as follows: 

COL, NEAVE: Does the witness realize he is still unĉer oath? 

THE WITNESS: Yes sir, 

COL, NBAVE: You may sit down 

CROSS EXAMINATION RESUMED 
BY LT, COL. GRIFFITH JONZS: 

Q. When we adjourned on Friday, I was asking you about the responsibility 
of the Political Leaders for the mistreatment of slave labor, And I was asking 
in particular about document P.S, 205. You remember that in May of 1942, Gau- 
leiters had been made responsible for the inspection and control of the treat— 
ment of ws the foreign workers? 

A. Yes sir, 

Q Now we had read some of this document which is dated 5 May 1943 - @ year 
later, You will remember that it is an order sent out by the Party Chancellory 
to all Gavleiters, Kreisleiters and Ortsgruppenleiters? 

A, That is correct, 


Q Perhaps you would look at the paragreph which is marked #1 - it's the 


second pargraph marke fl in brackets, “Everyone, even the primitive man has 


€ Q } 
a fine E R justice - consequently every unjust treatment must have a 
/ 
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very ta? effect. Injustices, insults, trickery, mistreatment, etc. must be is- 
continu@d, Funishment by beating is forbidden," Duting that year while the Gau- 
leiter hed bem responsible for the treatment of foreign laborers, had the practice 
been to co them injusttces, insults, trickery or mistreatment? Is thet itm the 

wey in which they had been treated? 

A, One mammuittax cannot sey so without further illucidatten, This directtive 
merely interprets tz w#& the constant and repeated demands made by Gauleiter 
Sauckel, ## the man in charge of commitment and procurement of labor, 

® Why should it be necessary for Gauleiter Seuc ce] - dealing with a decent 
Civilized human German people — #xexxrtitr to write a letter of this kindT 

Firsty, because the nuwaher of foreign workers - muxritex particularly, 
the Eastern workers increased grmtly during tthe year 1942, and particularly 
during the year 1943, The problem of the care for this large number of laborers 
had become the more urgent, because a number of work camps for foreign laborers 


increased guxxumppusentiyx correspondingly. May I add that exceedingly efficient 


work producttion was expected, That could be expected only under the position 
of good ix Mx treatment. and decent rations, 

Q I don't want te step you if you really have anything useful te say? 

A, I wish to say something tm regarding the rations, 

Q I haven't asked you a thing about the rations, and I don't want tto 
hear about them, Perhaps you will answer my question - I'll ask you for the 
last time, If the fofeign workers had not been done injustices and been sub= 
ject to insults, trickery, mXk=mxeuxke mistreatment and beating, Way Suouled 
iv soe necessary ivr vue Ferty Vuenceliory tio send around ə circuLar to all 
UxmUxXEXEX Gauieiters, Kreisieiters, «ena Ortssrunvenleiterst 

A, I can't Say anyuling Mekxuxrms definite regereing ke tne motives for 


ma tne Circular, As far as my d sirıot in wnicn I was XEN active wes concerned, 


L Can Only Sev tuat tue treatment of foreign labor was not ny aitferent witnin 
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within the years 1942 to 1944, 

Q. Very well, I think we can pass through thet matter. Did you tell 
on Fridey that the Corps of Political Leaders had nothing to do and took no part 
in the policy to suppress the influence of the churches? 

A. I can say so definitely for my district, 

Q And that they took no part in throwing people into concentration camps? 

A. No, I stated on Friday already that for the period of 1936 to 1945, I 
have never met anyone personally who was thrown into a concentration camp. 

q. Well, then I'll ask you some questions «bout the matter genera lly, Do 
you know whether in general over Germany, the Political Leaders were meant to as- 


Sist in suppressing the influences of the churches? 


a 
A. There were no such directives in the Gau East Hannover. I can say on my 


oath that there was no discussion at all between 1936-45, regsrding the persecution 


of the church at any one of the conferences or officiel meetings to which I took 


Q. I want to ask you whether you can offer any explen*tions for what was going 
on in the Kreis of Darmstadt. Will you look at the document which you have and I 
refer to document D-901. Do you see that there sre four reports from Ortsgruvven- 
leiter to their Xreisleiter, reporting on the increased activity of the Evengelical 
Churches in their area. Why should the Ortserunnenleiter be reporting that to the 
Kreisleiter? 

A. I see thet the reports referred to are the district Demmstadt, and I @o not know 
whether it might be a district where the religious opposition met. In any case 
it is a matter here regarding the "Beenntnisfront" of which I know that 


it is said to have been sharply critical of the Nazi State an? Nazi State measures. 


Q. Theat was the task of the Rkm Political Leader was it not, to report on people 


who were critical of the Nezi state? 4 
~i 
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A. That in this individual case must have been like thet. 

Q. And anybocy who was critical of the Nazi State, when they were reported 
on, were thrown into a concentration camp, weren't they? 

A. I've never known of any such case. 

%¥ Will you look, for instance, >t the second of those reports, dated 17 
February 1939, the Ortsgruppenleiter is writing, and he quotes first of all a 
remark of the confessional pastor, Strack. -"S8Whoever leaves the church hes different 
taxes imposed on him, ®fo ourf already much discussed confessional pastor Strack 
said. onee «gain on the occasion of a mother's evening. This gentlemen should really 
be rapped on the knuckles seriously for once." What do you think the Ortsgruppen- 
leiter meant by thet? 

A. I don't understand this remark, In the first place the Ortszruppenleiter 
had no possibility to rap the knuckles of the pastor, an in the second place I know 
nothing sbout any other taxes, If you resigned from the church, the consequences 


9 s 


were that your personal teges were remitte?2, but not your real estate taxes, 


Q. I'm not asking you about the taxes, I'm asking you why the Ortsgruppenleiter 


should have written that to the Kreisleiter and why the Ortsgrunpenleiter in the 


7 


Kreis should have been sending in reports of that kind? 
t= £ 


Ta 
f 


A. I can't answer that guestion, because it's without the sphere of my personal 


Q Now, just look further down = that same letter. You see he is saying, 
"It would also be urgently indicated that some authority should look after those 
children whose parents have left the church." Ang then a littler further down you 
see, he says "The result is that they first attend the usual religious classes for 
three or four years and have to be reconverted late, which might not be successful 


in all cases," 


| 
p 


- ~ T 3 ad r ` l 
DR. LINK: I wish to have your decision, sir, as to whether further | 
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guestions regarding these documents are admissable. 

COL. NEAVE; What is your objection? 

DR. LINK: I wish to call to your attention, sir, that the witness is 
being heard as a Kreisleiter of Stadt, an area xX@@Mx 100 kilometers distance from 
Darmstadt, and I wish tosubmit without any further discussion that certain individual 
Gauleiters in Gau of Darmstadt have taken an attitude ga against the opposition, 

COL, NHAVE: Now, Col. Jones, were these documents or instructions issued 
to all Kreisleiter or Gauleiter = was thet a circular? 

COL. JONES: This is correspondence in a particular Gau. With greet x 
respect I am entitled to put this to the witness. The witness comes to give evi- 
dence as to duties of the Kreis, Gau} and Ortsgruppenleiter. If his evidence is to 
be admitted as relevant at all, it must be in respect to the organization in general, 
With gm great respect, I must be entitled to ask a witness of this kind who has been 
ae Kreisleiter for a number of years =- I must be permitted to ask him for an explanation 
of these documents, which on the fact of them completely contradict the general evi- 
dence he has been giving. 

: l rer 

COL. NHAVE; Thank you very much, Dr., Link, you put forj this witness, I 
see on the list here, to describe the attitude of Political Leaéers concerning the 
church and several other subie cts. And although he was mam in fact a Kreisleiter 
in Hannover district, there seems to be no reason et ell why he should not be cross 
examined regerding the general attitude of the organization. I therefore do not accept 
your objection end cross examination will continue. 

Q. Now, can you tell me whet the Ortsgruppenleiter meant when he talked about the 
necessity of reconverting children efter their parents left the church? 
A. The Ortsgruppenleiter talks about the children receivéng the usual religious 


instructions for three or four years....which means that they will receive instructions 


on the basis of the Olà and New Testament, Such instructions would have contradictory 


a 


ton the vi owe f a haliowe : 3 +) i 
sO the views of a believer in God, as the ‘parents would have 


ana! 





Com. Be 
Vinkler 


cio Tn 


1000 = 1130 hours 
Kuehl 


been in such a case 

Q. Perhaps I didn't make myself gxr clear or perhaps because of the interuretation 
you did not understand me, I'11 ask you again. Why should it be necessary to ree 
convert the children after they had been to religious classes for three or four 


7 


years? What did the Ortseruppenleiter m@an by reconversion? 





A, I don't know very much of what he meant 28 far as I'm concerned by EEgaxwrrxtis 
reconversion, Such a problem never arose in the Gau Fast Hannover, Chiléren of be- 
lievers in God always participated in the religious instruction, 

Q. Now, we'll leave that if you can't answer it. ‘ould you look on until you 
find the fifth document which are the comments made by the Kreisleiter on the verious 
reports he received. In answer to Fl, the first report, which we haven't dealt with 
at length, "The Kreisleiter notes the SD, Gestapo and competent Ortsgruppenleiter 
will be instructed by me." What wes the point of his instructing the SD and Gestapo 
about increaseé church activity in his srea? 

A. The report shows that this individual Kreisleiter was very anxious to find 
out whether there was any action hetile to the State going on, 


Qe But what does he expect the SD and Gestapo to ĉo about the matter? Are they 


O 
þe 
ai 


g to put somebody into a concentration camp = do you think thet's a possibility? 
A. I believe it is absolutely possible - if it is a matter of a minister who used 
the pulpit to continue attacks on the Nazi State, despite heaving been warned a number 
of times, 
Q. You agree with me that that wes the task or one of the tasks of the Leadership 
Corps, to report people who were attacking the Nazi State to the SD and Gestapo? 
A. If there were such cases — yes, 


Q. And the result of thet would be to send them streight into a concentration 
camp, wouldn't it? 


‘$ = F 
A, Having cases of such kind -= yes, if 
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Q. Just look, will you, at the Kreisleiter's comments on the second reporte- 
the one we have already @iscussed, "I shall recuest Ortsgruppenleiter Frick, who re- 
ports from Pfungstadt, to gotothe Kreisleiter tomorrow and shall get him to neme his 
witnesses, These will be notified to you anë. to the Gestapo..." Now listen to this: 
"The Priest Strack is sufficiently well known and ripe for the concentr ation camp 
or the Special Court. His reported statement before fellow Germans constitutes an 
infringement of the Law against Melice. In any case, the chap must disappeer from 
the territory of the Kreis or Gau," Is thet typical of the kind of action that the 
Kreisleiters were generally taking throughout Germany? 

A. I want xmxa to say this in regerd to that. I have never received a directive 


concerning supervision of church servi ces, 


” COL. NEAVE: Can't he answer the question? We seem to be hesring something 
he 
different, pQuestion was - wes this typica behavior on the part of the Kreisleiter 
in the whole of Germany? 
THE WITNESS: I wanted to say something, 
COL. NHAVE: As long as he answers the question, 
A. It is definitely an individual case, 
ùe What do you call that if you don't call it assisting or particiveating or 
throwing people into concentrstion camps? 
A. All I can say is this. Any ordinary citizen would have been at liberty after 
having attended such e church service to report it to the Gestepo, 
Q. Very well, I'll leave that now. Perhaps you can help me about one other 
matter. Is Bremen in your Gau? 
A. No, 


Q. There must be a neighboring Gau toyou? 


A. Yes, that was Gau Weser - ims, 
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Q In May of 1936, one of the Kreisleiters in Bremen was sending an instructio 
to all his Qrtsgruppenleiters in connection with the Reichstag election which 
wes to be held on 29 of March of that year. He says a report has to be made 
out in accordance with the demand from the Ministry of Interior, Dr. Frick. 

A report has to be made on eivil servants who did not perform their duties 

in voting on that dey. As far as such cases are known in the local district 

or political strong point, please report such by name. He conéludes that 

letter by saying it is to be destroyea immediately after this matter has been 
executed, Thatis document D-43, I imagine if that was on the instruction 

of Dr. Frick, youslso in Hannover had to co the same thing, did you not -= report 
on civil eervents who did not vote? 

A. Yes, 

Q. What wes the object of that? 

A. This éirective can be taken only as an individual one for Bremen - there 
wes no such general directive. 

qe I understood you to say thet you had hed to do the same thing in 

A. I said no, 

Q. Then I misunderstood you. Do you mean to say thet Dr. Frick wrote that 
especially to Bremen and to no other Gau? 

A. I can only make up the following explanation for this. The man in charge 
of the department issuing this directive probably was a civil servant, and it is 
impossible tht the Ministery of Interior -= Dr. Frick, has demanded from the Party 
operators to find out whether or not civil servents had participated in the 


election, 


Q. Are you seriously telling us thet some instructions must heve been issued 


from the office of the Minister of Interior, demanfing of ellcivil servants 


“ap 
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who did not vote and that that instruction was issued by some subordinate in 
the department and not by the minister himself? 

A. I can imagine that the civil servant has hearé of this directive through 
channels, He thrust himself in front es a Party official, and now asked the Party 
operators to find out things which did not fell within its competence. One more 
sentence, please. The Reich minister hizk would have had a much easier time of 
finding out the things by the election authoritics - which is to say the administrative 
euthorities. 

x. LT, €OL. GRIFFITH JONES: I have no further questions, 

COL. NEAVE:; Have you any further avestions, Dr, Link? 
DR. LINK: Four or five aguestions, 
COL. NEAVE: Alright 
RE-j~DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. LINK: 


} 


4 Witness, in answer to a question of Col. Griffith Jones, you have made a 
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statement which might make it appear th 


Kreisleiter of the Political Leaders to report with the SD an 


bs 
; 
- 


Gestapo in order to 
heve people thrown into concentration camps. Does today's statement correspond to 
your statement of Friday, which said that the Kreisleiter hed nothing to do with 
concentration camps or did I understand you correctly? 

and even today I declared that as far as I'm personally concerned that 
such a case has never occurred tome in practice, but if such e case would have been 
brought to my attention which would have shown a transgression of existing laws with- 
out any doubt, of course, it wouldhave been my duty to revort such a case to the com- 


petent Gestapo offices, We had no immediete connection with the SD, 


rá r 
i | 
g 
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q- It does not concern mmx me whether you as a Party member obeys the laws 
explicitly feels that in such a case a report would have had to be made, it con-= 
cerns me here whether the Phlitical Leaders, beginning with the Blockleiters 
up to your level and even the higher levels, received directives from the highest 
Party levels to bring people into concentration camps? 

A. No, of course, there were no such directives, 

Q. How are we to understand your statement that it belongs within the tasks of 
the Political Leaders to report to the SD and Gestapo? Do you agree to my statement 
that Political Leaders do not have any more or less to do with aid have no xarxx more 
or less to Skxgxx throw people into concentration camps than wae expected of any 
Party member an co-national? 

A. Our duties were no different from those imposes upon any Party member, mx 
by any Bergermeister or other official in Germany. 

Q. Another question. The document D-43 which was submitted to the witness - 
has it been submitted? 

LT. COL. JONES: It certainly has been submitted, I'll try to tell you 
where. It's Organization #7, and Dr. Link will find it in German on the original 
prosecution book of Frick, 

A 


and you correctly to say that you did not receive the directive 


e e/ 


qe Did I unders 


emineting from the Minister of Interior to one of the Kreisleiters in Gau Turnhelle? 
4 kat Was that the first time you heard of it — here? 
Q. Did you hear from any Kreisleiter or from any other Gau of this directive? 


A. No, 


4. S50 it is possible thet your statements regarding the possible or assumed 


. m $ . m se rr y EEL] °c oo Y oY “Fr x » 4 
motives for this directive represent merely your personal opinion and your | 
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own speculation? 
å. That is my purely personal opinion, 
DR. LINK: No further questions, 
COL. NHAVE: Dr. Link, will you be wanting this witness further? Will 
you be wanting him retained in Nurnberg jail? 
DR. LINK: The question will be discussed whether for a special point he is 
to be aveileble to make an affidavit 


COL. NEAVE:; You mean on a new point, don't you? 


ArT T Vere 2. ~ ~~ TE «a e a| - A ons + a gt a rg = aF 7 TT. i. : +. | i S LIA Y 
UR, LI NA$ I heve released ten witnesses toi BY = among that Our women, 
» I m T 3 r] . k % r Ps co £ 4 O A an 
ana F a t? E i asec wit ses Wii. VE tr re Tea to th e 1 L€reny Cal vs Ul Ssiers 


will be avoiced., 
COL. NEAVE:s I'd like vou to draw vour attention t this that th it 

/ lu . AN ail sied 5 uw ike Ai 0 A. to ire W A i J UL c r Ue 4 v ps v Q Va ~~ Seas, vei U = Le W e ea 

es ex ra 7 3 on =| ~ * i ? ha i nyi whee } C Ja n Ta) ) <r , 7 j 

nesses who will be heard next week - the week beginning the 8th of July - will only 


= “ee 
be heare on the grounds that defense counsel have not had a reasonable time in which 
wil in 
to interview them, so èf you prepare your witness list with that/mind before you make 
application to the Commission, 
DR. LINK: Yes sir, 


LT. COL. JONES: So perhaos I might clear my mind, Dr. Link did mention 


that this witness might be recuired for t 


e 


1e purpose of giving affidavit, I should 
respectfully suggest that any witness who is called here ought not be incluđeë amongst 
those who Rakaxgkxexxkkxkrxexkiexse give their evidence by affiðđavits, If this witness 
has further evidence to give and he is here, he ought to give it before the Commission, 
ene we cross examine him upon it. He ought not to give half his evidence by affidavit 
end escape cross examination, 


COL. NEAVE; I must say, Dr. Link, I wasn't clear why he would be reteined 


here to give an affidavit. Even if he is going to 


can't he be heard on Commission? \ 
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DR. LINK: I can explain that. I personally heven't the intention of teking 


an afficavit from this witness, It is a witness who has been interviewed by my colleegee, 


j a se | 7 a A ~~, lL. = r et : | $ ” > “= = - = ” el ea ~ E = ~ a 4 X . 

br. Berges. There's a possibility that my colleague, Dr. Berges, wants to discuss some= 
L 
wA 


H4 


thing with yeu and for this reason should appreciate the witness not being transferré 
vocay or tomorrow. 


VOL. NxAVEs But Dr. Berges won't want to take an affidavit from him here, 


hi in now? 


A) 


af _— ae. i 1 a weenie 
will he? Why doesn't he examin 


DR, LINK; I didn't express it very cleerly. I don't think there's a question 


of an affidavit, of course, I don't know. I con't know whether there is anything at 


all, ane there's another thing those groups of people who are supposed to sort out 


the afficavits and for that in my ovinion the witness Kuehl may be taken into cnon- 


@ 


y 


sideration since he has been heard on this case and no lonse 
COL. NHAVE; In order to save time, I don't think we need discuss this 


7 J e > ~ sy r _* ` ` ~ = S A YY -Ta 
» Jones and for your further guidance there 


can be no question of taking affidavits from people who have been heard on Commission, 


i ei 
Unless the circumstances are very exceptional and in which case they would have dese 


3 * 4. ? >. 


discussed with the Commissioners first, The second thing is I would like you to ask 


all your colleagues to submit lists of people to me for carrying out this summarization 


& 


of affidavits. 
DR. LINK; May I tétl. you thətI agree completely with Col. Jones and the 


Commissioner. I wouldn't think of comingmhere with an affidavit efter examination 


Gy 
En 
~L 


before the Commission, The other question I ask is this, and I should like to heve 
the ettitude of Col. Jones and the ruling of the Commissioner, The question is this, 
In order to save time to prepare an affidavit by the witness to be heard here, this 


affidavit would be submitted and cross examination take place here, 


~* 


PTA 


COL, NEAVE; Do youmean by that to prepare an affidavit first of all and A 


then to submit it to the Commissioner and then have an opportunity for cross exami- 
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t you said, 
COL. JONES; Dr. Link will correct me if I'm wrong, but perhaps he hes in 


ind the same procedure that was adopted in quite a number of cases before the Tribunal, 


where an affidavit had already been made out, it was ‘then read to the witness in the wis 





ess box, and witness was asked if it was correct, and the witness was then offered cross 
Saves 
xamination. So it has this advantage - it/xerxex ® very consider ble amount of time, 
colleague 
I would have no objection. Indeed I think I speek for myself anå/załizxgxýķý- I 
think probably we will both recommend it, 

X DR. LINK: It isn't quite like that. I do not want the effidavit to sub=- 
titute for the entire direct examination, I just want to put in the efficavit th 
on-essential part of the examination, then follow up with my questions and then leave a 
ross examination to the prosecutors, regarding the examination, plus the affidavit. I 

moved to make this suggestion, because the most important witnesses of our organizat 
have arrived only recently. We haven't heard a single Gauleiter and I can Say in advane 
t the three hours which are essentially approved by the Commission will be insufficiant 
L shall either have to ask for exceptions from the rule which would take up time or a 
large part of the examination will re taken care of by the affidavit in order thet I 
ay stay within the time limit, exclusive of the assumed cross examination, 
COL. NEAVE; When are these importent witnesses likely to be called = 
hese Gauleitersewe heven't much time, 
DR. LINK: The Gauleiter Hoffmann who has submitted the affidavit 
regarding the lynching of flyers, 
COL, NEAVE; What I want to know is when he is to be called - the absolute end 
of hearing the witnesses will he Friday, 12 July 1946, including the exceptional cases, 
so I want to know when these people are going to be heard. 9 


DR, LINK: It wes arranged that during the last week from the oth to 12th, SA, | S 


rolitical Leaders, andReich vovernment members were to be heard, and unless I'm misteken 
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I cen hear Gauleiter Hoffmann 


n 

je 

O 
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definite days were set down, With your permis 
day after tomorrow here, 

COL. NEAVE: I think we can discuss this later - the exact time. The 
only reason why I ask when he was to be hear was because I woulé like to discuss 
the procedure which you propose with the other Commissioners. I think there is a 
creat deal to be said end discuss and when you have heard the comments of the 
mosecution, we will let you know whether we can put it into practice. We don't 
recuire this witness further 2t the moment. The witness cen go now. We will 
have a short recess, 

Witness excused 


1128 


Recess: 1128 hours, 
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The foregoing is a true anà correct transcript of the testimony of 
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EDUARD KUSHL, taken on 1 July 1946, 
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CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS 
aaa ere ND 
The Commission convened at 1000 hours}. 
EDUARD KUEHL, a witness, took the stand and tostific: as follows: 


COL. NEAVE: Docs the witness realize he is still under oath? 


CROSS EX/MIINATI N RESUMED 
BY LT. COL. GRIFFITH JONES: 
Q. When we adjourned on Fricay, I was asking you sbout the vcs pon 
sibility of the Politics1 Leacers for the mistro tment of slave labor 
and I was asking in particular xbout Coeunent PS 205. Hou remomber thet 
in iiy of 1942, Gaulieters had been made responsible for the inspecti 
2NA control of the treatement of f reisn wakers? 
ine Yes Sire 
G. Now we had read dome of this Cocument which is dated 5 May 1943 - 
year loter, You will remmaber tht it is ən orcer sent out bf the 
Party Chencellory to all Gaulicters, Kréisleters and Ortsruppcnlviters? 
e Ihat is correct, 
` 
Qe Perhaps you would look at the paragraph which is marked #1 = it 15 
the second paragraph marked 41 in brackets, "Iveryone, even the primitive 
mon, nas a fine perception of justice = consequently, every unjust treat- 
ment must have a very bad effect, injustices, insults, trickery, mistret- 
ment, ctc., must be discontinued., Punishment by beating is forbidden", 
During that yoor while the Gulicter had been responsible for the treatment 


of forcifrn l> borers, hac the practive neen to co then injustices, insults, 
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trickery or mistreatment? Is that the wey in which they had becn treated? 


wu 
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tfe One cannot say so withbut further illucidetion. This dircetive 
merely intcrprets the constant and repeated demands hade by Gaulieter 
Sauckel, the man in charge of commitment and procurement of labor. 
Qe Why should it be necessary for Gatleiter Seauckcl =- dcalin with 
a decent civilized German people = to write 2 lcttar of this kind? 

ie Firstly, because the number of farcign wrkers - particulsrly 
the Eastern workers - increased greatly curing the year 1942, and pare 
ticularly during the year 1943, The problem of the care for this Large 
number of laborers had become the nore urgent, because a nuwber of wonk 
camps fcr forvign lsboreres inereased correspondingly. May I ade thet 
exceedingly efficient work production wes expected, That wuld be ex- 
rected -nly uncer the position of goud treatment anc ccocont rations. 


Z. Idontt want to stop you if you really have anything useful to 


å. I wish to say something regarding the rations, 

- I haven't askec ym a thing out the rations, and I contt want 
to hear about thai. Perhaps ym will answer my question =- [tli ask you 
for the last time; If the forcign workers hac not been cone injustices 
anc been subjétt to insults, trickery, mistreatment anc beatings, why 
Snoulc it be necessary for the Party Chancellory te -ond around a cir- 
cular to all Gaulicters, Kreisleitors, and Ortsgruppeniciters? 


ise I can't say anything definite regarding the motives for the 


circular, is far as my district in which I wes active was œ neernecd, 
I can only soy that the treatment of foreizn lobor was not any different 


within the years 1942 to 1944, 


e Very wll, I think we cin pass throuch that matter. Dic yout ell 


0 
kh 


us on Friday that the Cor Political Leavers hac nothing to do and took 
no part in the pilicy to suppress the influence of the churches? 


ie I can say so definitely for my Cistrict, 


Ye anc that they took no part in throwing scople into concentration 


ie No, I stated on Friday »slreacy, that for the period of 1936 to 1945 
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I havc never met anyone personally who was thrown into . concentration 


l July-3-..0) l; nkler. 


can pe 

Q. Well, then Itll ask you sme questions about the matter genwally, 
Do you know whether in general over Germany, the Political Leaders were 
meant to assist in suppressing the influences of the churches? 

is There were no such circectives in the Gau East Hannover, I cansa 
on my oath that there wis no discussion at all between 1936-45, regarding 
the persecution of the church at any cne of the conferences or official 
mectins to which I took part, 

Q. I wznt to ask you whether you can offer any explanations for what 
was going on in the Kreis of Darmstadt. Will you look at the cocumient 
which vou have and I refer to document DIOL. Do you see that there are 
four roports froia Ortsgruppenleiter to their Kreisleiter, reporting on 
the incrcased activity of the Evangelical Churches in their area, why 
should the Ortsegruppenleiter be reporting that to the Kreislciter? 


4. 


. {T see that the reports referred to ore the district Darmstact, and 
I do not know whether it mivht be a district where the religious opposition 
met. In any case, it is © matter here regarding the "Bekcnntnisirmt" of 
which I know thet it is said to have beensharply criticel of the Nazi 
state and Nazi state measures, 

That was the task of the Political Leader, wos it not, to report 
on people who were critical of the Nazi state? 


4. That, in this incivicual casc, must have been like that, 


reported on, were thrown into cncentration camps, weren't they? 

„e Itve never known of any such case, 

2. Will yo look, for instance, at the second of these reports, 
datea 17 February 1939, the Ortsgruppenlciter is writing, anc he qotes 
first of all 2 romark of the confessional paster, Stracks "Whoever leaves 
the church has different taxes imposed on him', so ovr already much adis- 
cussed confessional pastor Strack said once cgain on the oceasion of a 
mother's evenine, This gentleman should rorlly be rapped onthe knuckles 


seriously for once," What co you think the Ortsgruppenleiter meant by that? 
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we I con't understand this reuark, In the first place the Orts- 


1 July-§=10) l= ‘inkler, 


Gruppenleiter hac not possibility to rap the knuckles of the pastor, 
anc in the second place I knw nothin > ‘bout any other taxes, If you 
resicnet from the hurch, the cons equeneses were that your perscnal taxes 
were remitted, but not your real estate taxes. 


~ 


» I'm not asking you about the taxes s [tm asking you why the Orts- 


Gruppeniciter should heve written that to the Kreislciter and why the 
OrtscruppenLuiter in the „reis shoule have been Sending in reports of 
that kind? 

i. I canti answer that question, because it's without the sphere of 
my personal experience, 

Qe Now, just look further Cown = thet sanc ictter, Hou see he is 
saying: "It wald also be urgently indic ted that some authority shoule 
look after those children whose parents have left the church", Ang then 
a& little further down you se ss he says: "The result is thot they first 
attend the usual religious classes for three or four years, and have to 
be reeonvertec Inte, which might not be successful in 211 cases", 

DR. LINK: I wish to have your decision Sir, as to whcther fur ther ques- 
tions ressrcing this documents are a wissable, 

COL. NEVE: What is your objection? 

DR. LINK: I wish yo call to your attention, sir, that the witness is 
being heard as a Kr .sleiter of Stadt, an erea 100 kilometers distace fron 
Dernstadt, and I wish to submit without any fw ther Ciscussion thet cert-in 
indivicual Gaulieters in Gau of Dernstact have taken an attitude arainst the 
opposition, 

COL. NEAVE3; Now, Colonel Jones » wore these docwients or instructions 
issued to cll Kreisleiter or Gaulictor =- was thet a circular? 

COL. JONES; This is correspondence in a parttieular Gau, With grcat 
respect I an entitled to put this to the witness, The witness comes to rive 
evidence as to duties of the Kreis » Gau, and Ortszruppenliciter, If his cvi- 


1 


Gence is to be admitted as belevant at all s it must be in respect to the 
organization in generale With great respect, I must be entitled to nsk the 
witness of this kind who has been a Kreisleitor for a numba of years = I 


must be permitted to ask hin fo ən explanation of these documents » which 
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on the face of them, cumpletely contracict the general evidence he has been 
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Giving. 
COL. NEVE: Thank you very much, Dr. Link s you put forward this wite 
ness, I sec ontho list here, to describe the attitude of Political Ledcors 


concerning the church anc several other subjects, ino althoush he was in 
fact a Kreisleitcr in Hannover cistrict, there scons to be norecason at all 
why he should not be cross-examined regarcang the general attitude of the 
organiza tion. I thercfore do not accept your objection anc cross-examinriticn 
will continue, 
¿e Now, con ycu tell me whet the Ortseruppenleiter meant when he talked 
about the necessity of reconverti nz children af om their parcnts left the 
church? 


} 


awe The Orcssruppenleiter talks «bout the chilercn rcecivin: the usual 
relijious instructions for three or four JETS. e WiL ch means thet they will 
reccive instructions on the basis of the Old and New Testaucnts, Such 
instructions woulc have antradict ry to the views of a believer in God, 
as the parents would have becn in such a casce 
Q. Perhaps I con't make myself clear or perhaps because of the intcr- 
pretation, you cid not understand me, I'll ask you actin, Whyshould it 
necessary to reconvert the children sfter they had been to reli Lous classes 
for threc or four ycars? What did the Ortsgruppenleciter mean by r conversion? 
e I contt know very much of what he meant as for as I'm concerned by 
reconversation., Such a problem never arose in the Cau Fast Hannover, Chil- 
dren of belicvers in God always articipated in the religious instruction. 
we Now, we'll leave that if you cantt answer it. Woule you Look 
on until you finc the fifth coeument which arc the coments madc Dy the Kreis- 
liter on the various roep. rts he roccived, In answer to Fl, the first report 
which we heventt ceclt with at length, "The Krèisleiter notes the SD, Gos- 
tapo and compctent Ortszruppenleiter will be instructa . oy me", That was the 
point of his instructing the SD and Gestapo bout increased church activity 
in his area’ 
ie The report shows that this incivicual Keeislviter was very anxious to 
find out wheter there was an action hostile to the State going Ge 


om 


- Butwhat does he expect the SD and the Gestapo vo do about the netter? 
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1 July=6=/.0'! fj inkler, 
ire the coing to put somebody into a concentration camp = do you think 
that's a possibility? 

i. I believe it is absolutcly possible = if it is a matter of 
minister who used the pulpit to continue attacks on the Nazi state, 
despite having becn warnec a number of tines, 

Q. You agree with mo that that was thetask or one of the tasks ol 


the Leacerbhip Corps, to repert pecple who wore attacking the Nazi state 
to the SD and Gestapo? 

i. If there were such cases = yes, 
A. And the result. of that would be to send than straight into a 
concentration camp3 wouldn't it? 

.. Having cases of such a kind =- yes, 

^. Just look now, will you, at the Kreislcitars comments on the 
second rceporte-the cne we have alrendy ciscussed, "I shell request the 
Ortsrruppenlciter Frick, who reports from Pfungstadt, to go to the Kreis- 
leiter tomorrow conl shall zet him to name his witness 3. These will be 
notified to you and the Gestapo..." Now listen to this: "The Priest 
Strack is sufficiently well known ond ripe for the cmcuntraticn camp 


~ 


or the Special Court, His rep rtecd statement before fellow Germans 


Fy 


cnstitutes an infringement the Law Against iklice, In any cases. 
the chap must disappear from the territory of the Kreis or Gau", Is 
that typical of the kind of action that the Kreislciters were genwally 
taking throusshout Germany? 

say this in regard to that. I have never receivoc 2 
Gircetive concerning supervision of church services, 

COL. NEAVE: Can't he answer the question? ‘We s.em to hearings siic- 
thing different, The question was = was this typical behaviour cn ‘the part 
of the Krcisleitcr in the whole of Germany? 

THE WITNESS: I wanted to say scmething. 

COL. NEVE: is long as he answers the question, 

i. It is definitely an incividual case, 

Q. What do you ecll that, if you don't call it assisting w par- 


ticiprting or throwing people into concentration camps? 
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ne all I can say is this. Any crcinary citizen would have been at 


ji 


liberty after havin; attenced such a church service to report it to the 


» Vry well, I'li leave that now, Pahaps you ecn help me about 
One other matter, Is Bremen in your Gau? 
sho Nos 
Q.e there must be a neighboring Gau to you? 


me Yos, that was Gau oser = Ins, 
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se in May of 1936, one of the sreisleiters in Bremen was snedinrt an 
instruction to all his Ortssruppenleiters in connecti n with the Reichstag 
sleetion which was ts be held on 29 of March of that year. He says a report 


Fricke 


thcir cutics 


listri 


hat letter by saying it is to be 


in accordance with the demand from the Ministry of Interior 


44 report has to be made on civil servants who cic not perform 
in voting on that Aaye «as far as such cases are know in tho 


ct cr politicel strong point, please report such by namece 


`D 


estroyet imneciately after this 


ails i A a 4 ’ * 2 ys T eth. aan À . s . ~ G is one x 
matter has been exccutece his is cocument 4943. I imagine if that was on 
the instruction of Dr. Frick, you also in Hannover had to do the sa: thinr, 
2 A Aa EJON sal ea ~ . me i ‘ = As A P = re. 
wc you not = report on civil scrvants who dic not vote? 
+t ty man 
v i a Do 
s shat was tho object of that? 
Pet > * . — 2.2 Panne a“ a ce " a a a ba] : . = . 5 x aa 7 if es eee 
e This ‘irectivo can be takon only as an in‘ivitual -ne for Bromon 
` m ~ a p - rer? Ps Is > 2o 4 = 
= tacre was no such rencral circctivee 
T 7 l , ~ pe -pa P. whe 9 # M s ~ oe ~4 > ~ 
ʻe l umcerstoor you te say that you hal har 4 the same thine in 
Hanover ? 
> D ái 
de 1 saic no, 
ý Pi a TA T aa + arr iN pe ‘ ee eR y leat . 
° non + misuncorst youe YO you mean to say thet Dre Frick wrote 
E o Sark OOF 3 7 e > A e- j Tr ala a ie] 
that cspecially to Bremen an? to no other Gau? 
ize I can only make up the following explanation for thise Tho man 


in charre of 


the cepartmont issuing this directive probably wa 


sa vivil 


’ 


servant, anc it is impossiblo that the Ministery of Interior == Dr Frick, has 
emancec. from the Party opcrators to fin? out whether or not civil scrvante 
har. particinated in the clection. 

‘s Are you scriously telling us that some instructions must hare deen 
issue. from the office of tho Minister | Interior, Ccemancing of 211 civil 
servants vh i| not vote anc that that instruction was issued dy some suh- 
ordinnte in the covartmont and not by the minister himsolf? 


I 


th ¢ 





channels. 


Party operators to 


can imarinoe that the civil servant 1 


5 


has hear: of th “irective 


He thrust himsclf in front as an tarty official, an? now 


fA 


a 


out things which did 
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compotencée One more sentence, ploases The Reich minister would haye hed e 


much ensicr time of finding out the thins by the election authoritics <= whick 


. 
"3 
ai 


{++ 


s to say the a‘ministrative authoriticse 
LT. COL. GRIFFITH JONES: I have no further questionse 
COL NVE: Have you any further questions, Dr. Link? 
Re LINK: faur or five questions e 
COL. NEAVEs All righte 
RE=-DIRECT EXAMINATION 


BY DRe LINKE: 


rs p ` ~ mhs 7 “~ a“ a $ s. A ie e- ` ` } ii a ~ ~ ~ 
ve «6s ‘ itnoss, in answer to a question of Sol. Griffith Jones you have 


À > A. = m nae mp s wes ralat ~ $ de tA ym T : qarg eia S -e ? r le 
mace a statement which might mako it apvoar that it fell within che task or 


pe ER a A ot ° = E te ~*~ a A, Ee eee aoe hà = TE 43 oa = 
cUcies of the Aresileiter of the Politics1 Leavers to report with the SD anda 
< fo . ~ +; + r“ D o `% Ea p æ sia Wa -` p~ -L aa 7" FY k- ` 2. s bE - . 7 a” de,n p 
stapo in or er to have people thrown into concentration camns. Docs toi ys ' 
ime Rika 24 ; bon ie Den AE O atk ITTE > oA ~ a, A dala aia “ecw 
statement correspon’ to your stetonont of Friday, which said thet the Kreigse- 


loiter hal nothing to do with concentration camps or did I uncorstan: you 


9 


corroctly 
“e fFricay an? even today I doclared that as far as Itm vorson aliy 

concerned thet such a casc has never occurred to me in practice, but if such 

A case woul” have been brought to my attention which woul? havo show s 


transzression of existing laws without any čoubt, of c UrSS, it would have 


PA 


heen my Cuty to report such a case to the competent Gestano officcs. We had 


no immecisnte connection with the SD. 


z rae Ee eo A i la mee Tes | a... eres re — = 7 
le It loes not concern me whether vou as a Pon ty member obeys the laws 
.. È ~{ e r £2 ,. - la 1- ry oe M4 "s A n oe aa TRPA 7 J Itay 2 os h o n . . a 1 $ + 
oxplicitly fecls that in such a case a report would have hac to be m'e, it 
-y ~ ba + 7 sy a ` A PS Ta $ a 1 f 7 f A} ¢ p # ~a S i $ a aa anga of . | i bi - 
concerns me herc whether the Political Lenders, be elnnine with the Block- 


leitcrs up to your level and even the hisher levels, receivec directive 
i 1.7 ee a j> bie i eee = oe ne sr a 3 z TEIE = ae 
from tho highest Party levels to br ing people into concentration canns? 


Ae r 


e No, of course, there were so such directives. 


“e How are we to understand vour statement that it belongs within th 


© 
vasks of the Wolitical Leaders to report to the SD an 7% -stapo? Do you apgrec 
to my statement that Political Leaders do not have any more or less to do with 
ax. have no more or less to thrown peoplo into concentration ua ips than was 


oxpocted of any Party member and cosnational 
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ʻe Our cuties were no different from those impose’ upon any Torty mome 





ber, by any Bergerneister or other official in Gormany. 

le «anmether question, Tho tocuncnt D-43 which was submitted to the 
witness -= has it been submitted? 

LT. COL. JONES: It certainly has been submitted. Itll try to tell vou 


whorce it's Orpenization Moe 7, an’ Dr. Link will find it in Gorman on the 


tete 
3 

A 

t 

> 

N 

\J 


na E Ta ee s jaw r. Pe 3 
sw wit. l uncerstan. you correctly ta say that you did nct ree 


~ 


a4 on ok ee nA WA + 2 nt EET ee Pe j ge . ; n 
reculi ve cmanating from the Hinister of tnterior to one of tho Kriesleiters 


wv ‘ ct 4-1. ry r -L Ta P: y cir "4 Yy) “Tr. r -? + D s ] É a 
G b SD ud L iG Ye iJ be Se st TLMC Vi Ul hear AS «iy > <> ow nere? 
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N zS gn . Aea * 7, Gs >. Fee T ž z E ETR ee . . 
ve VO 10 18 PISSLILG emt your statements regarling the possible or 


assume motives for this Cirective represt merely your personal ovinion an? 
your own speculation? 

ʻe That is purcly personal oninicne 

Di. LINK: Ne further questions. 

COLe NEAVE: Dr. Link, will you be wantine this witness further? vill 
you be wanting him retained in Nurnberg jail? 


DR. LINK; The question will be discussed whether for a special »oint 


eS 


h + ct Tre an a p” _ Tia wn 
nG Li G available to make an affidavite 
CNT NEUT P. APSA À a : 
UVLe NiiVis You mean on a new point, ton't you? 


De Like Thies watakaa. tine cated: I | 
De LINK: I have released ten witnesses today =- amon: thet four 


women, Si. 1f the release’ witnesses will be transferred to these different 


‘OL. NEAVE Tta like ya Teens oer 
JVwe NtuaWis Lt like you to draw your attention to this, that the wite 
NO aod zan- pan 7 = Ta a ayer q4 r mpole sore m Jy 4 Å eee; e a . è } f 
ai S wm US vi l \. Wo 1 l DE iL LX ° ER IXT TAs, K — n th Ww W \ G k be PiInniny th © 8th C f Ju ly oom 


ait inter Wa hones a RIAN ANC, . wee 
Will oniy be heard on the grouncs tht defense counsel have not hed n ronagonah” 
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time in which to intervicw thom, so will you renare vour witness list with 
that ixn min. before you make annlication to the Commission? 

Pe LINK: Yes sire 

LT. COL. JONES: So perhaps I mizht clear my minde Dre Link (i? meon- 


tion that this witness might be requirodc for the purpose of giving afficavit. 
L should respectfully suggest that any witness who is called hers cught not 
be incluted amonest thosc who give their evidence by affidavits. If this 
witness has further evidenco to give m he is horc, he hught to rive it 
before the Commission, ont we cross oxnwine him upon ite He ugeht not ta rive 
half his evidence by affidavit and escape cross examinatione 

COLe NEAVEs I must say, Dr. Link, I wasn't clear why he would be 
retaino:! here to give an af 


itavite Even if he is going to bring up a new 


. - = + oy ` a rt MIERE . on 
point, why can't he be heard on Commission? 


TT RAE = s ~ ya “ Sa le] ~ ofa + -~ t * A Pp™~ g -+- sta . k. -4 $o a qa `s - ~ D 

DRe LINK; I can exniain thote I pers mally haven't tho intention cf 
» a ai > bd a lan Te aa m Faj a 3 " 74 ga 5 r of. } 7 * goon ele % ~ ge a S ` a g "va ~ rr . a a | 4 Al. a 
taking an afficavit from this witnesse It is a witness who has beon inter- 


ou ~* nm pm - -~ - È TY $. - ~ - ran- ~” -~ 1 ~~ ~ > 7 E 4 a E "a - -L , e 3 # - ++ 

Viowe z my collearue, Dre Berrose There's a ssibility that my colleca7ue 
= | = Pn rr : 2 an $1. o9 . p= of 

Dre Sergzes, wants ta discuss somethine wit 


i him ant for this reason I should 


rT TB - 5 y sfe ~ +} r + ae d-s an a = -p> Ta m "rT. le yar Py af ~~ “ye A t Te ‘rT <+- a. WM os Pew uty 
v Į CC che VV LU LAC ty sk ime ke D idd U JI ibe wi Lie CL Z © = LY U A L ha ed te ie 


question of an afficavit, of coursc, I don't knew. I don't know whethcr thore 


e EET n A KOE ne o« PN E E Ay =} š PIE ea ie teal Se IN ce Mg 7 3 
1s mything at all, and there's anothor thing those groups of people who are 


SOQ ry 1 ma f 2 ` ra r a Fa r5 yg et 1 q La Ci s N sa y$ ~~’ +e a ' 
suppose to sort out the affidavits an for that in my əpinicn the witness 
ita 3 "An Ta -r ge - ` A -3 1 =~ ~ery <j. 2} m 7 7 -~ "~ } a ie aa | ~ P m he a -14 4 ~ -~ oe Ca 
Kuchl may be taken into consideration since he hns been heard on this casc and 


no longer necs to be examined. 
is «In order to save timo, I con't think we noo? discuss 
this much further. I entirely asroo with Colonci Jones ant for vaur further 


va ok sth ak eh ie da la a a 7 at ie a ~s e a” dim Del a PLL s a << ms etre, ik ` EF: Pa < ~ : 
muLcanece twnere can be no gucstion of taking affidavits from peonls who hnve | 


boon heard on Commission, unless the circumstances arc very cxecational an i 


R A. g Py oe ; r , ie 2 , yi 4 we OF. : q. ” Wa > = cys 2 g R N, rr 

Wich case they would hove to be discussed with the Commissionors firste The 
a mp 7 oko a A a on . f ~s 4 a re w p al o a ~ +P n , A - 4 4 

socund thing ls 1 wmulc like you to ask all your colleagues to submit lists of 


people to me for carrying out tris summarization of affidnvitse 
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Die LINK: May I toll you thet I agree commletaly with Soloncl Joncs 
ond ‘the Gommissioncre I wouldn't think of coming here with an affidavit after 
oxomination before the Coumissione Tho other question I nask is this, ond I 
should like to hve the attitude of “ole Jones an} the ruling of tho Commissi. 
ore The question is thise In order tomve time to prepare an affidavit by 
the witness to bo hoard hero, this affidavit wuld b. submitted an^ cross 
examination take rlace herce 

COLONEL NEAVE:s Do you mean by that to prepare an affidavit first of al’ 
and tron to submit it to thoCommissioner an? then have an ^ ‘portunity for 
cross oxominnation afterwards. I don't seo the object of that atalle Torhaps 
4 misunderstood what you saile 


COLONEL JONES: Dr. Link will correct me if I'm wrong, but verhans he 


> e s “ s - r ~ ” =- 4 - ove ya m Je o n are q ~ . ol ` ` ` oC . Ta PEE d P -=> 
has in min: the same »rocecure that was adonted in quite a number of cases 
7 Onan dele, ep a me aati ok GUE CRS it ee ine a ne a 4. cy eo ee 
efcre the Tribunal, whore an afficavii already been me out, it wis the 


roac. to the witness in the witness box, onc witness was askec it it wes 


O 
S 
i 


GRS a Ja AY dd cited “ikki es me ee on Ee te ea e aE BS ee a TR =e whe 2 eo 
roct, si. the witness was then offeret cross examination. So it has this 
a Se $ — aia ee E Pe 1.9. i feet Tr ee E. a 
aT C se 16 SAYVCS 2 very considerable am unt of time, anc. i wula have no 
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Ibjection,g In teed 
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think i spoak for myself an? colleague I think pros 
bably we will both recommend it. 

Die LINK: It isn't quito liko thate I do not went the affidavit to 
substitute for the cntire direct examination. I just went to put in the 
afficavit the non-essential part of the ‘exam nation, then follow up With my 
questions anc then leave a crosseoxami nation to the prosecutors, rozarcing 
the examination, plus the affidavit. I am moved to make this succostion 
becausc the most important witnosses of our c rganiz-tion have arrived only 
recently. Jc haven't heard a single Gruleiter and I ean say in advance that 
the thrce hours which are essentially approved by the Commission will be in- 
sufticient.I shall either have to ask for exceptions from the rule which woul: 
take up time or a large part of tho examination will be taken care of vy the 
affidavit in orccr tmt I may stay within the timo Limit » exclusive of the 
assume. cross examinatione 

COLONEL NEAVE: «hen are these important witnesses likely to be enllece- 


these Gaulciters == we haven't much times 
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DR. LINK: The Gauleiter Hoffmann who has submitted the affidavit rece 
garcing the lynching of flycrse 

C LONEL NEAVEs ‘what I want to know is when he is to he called == the 
absolute ən? of hcaring the witnesses will bc Friday, 12 Jvly 1946, including 
the excoptiencl cascs, so I want to know when those peonle are going to be 
hcoarce 

Re LINKE; It was arranged that durins the last week from the Sth to 
12th, Si, Political Leacers, and Reich government members were to bo heard, 
and unless I'm mistaken definite cays wore set Towne “ith yur permi.ssiwm, 
I con hear Gauleiter Hoffmann “ay after tomorrow hores 

COLONEL: I think we coon discuss this later - ths oxaet timce The only 
reason why I ask when he was to be heard was because I would like to @iscuss 
the procecure which you propose with tho other Commissionerse i think therc is 


> 


-* ~ «Lk. ” mis bafis `. S T om 9 S "t A y Pa b Foo a ` y 1 laa 3 oko Ta F ~ Anan a 
Z great «cal to be saic ant discussed and when you hve heard the coments of 
the prosecution, we will let you know whether we can nut it LNTO Practivee 
. . . E] =, | a = ka 4 n J - S > m — ne D an nn. n Re N . 
ulre this witness further at the mmont. the witness can co now. 


co will have n short recess. 
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The f reroinm 18 a true anci correct trans Cri} E OT Geet testim Ty Mi 
x rT" TT = 
DU EEL, taken on 1 July 1946. 
. = 
Bornice nicl oc 
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